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American Nickel Works, 

Camden, N.d. April 4, 1887. 

Hon.dames P.Kimball, 
Director of the Mint. 
Dear Sir: 
| Referring to our conversation on the train last week 
when you mentioned your intention to take the 100,000 lbs. of 
bronze coin blanks remaining undelivered of the 200,000 lbs. I 
offered under your advertisement, I now take the liberty of re- 
-minding you that all of the first 100,000 lbs. have been de- 
-livered and that it would be convenient for me to proceed at 
once with the manufacture of the second 100,000 lbs, 
Yours truly, 


Joseph Wharton 


(Copy. ) 
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Treasury Department, 


BUREAU OF THE MINT, 


Wishingten, DG, april 1 FEF FT 


Sur 

Your letter,and enclosure,of the 9th instant,on the subject 
of the Wharton contract for Copper Blanks, was referred to the 
First Comptroller with the following endorsement: 


"Respectfully referred to the First Comptroller, under the 
circumstance that the contractor still regards his contract open 
for a supply up to 200,000 pounds, 100,000 pounds having been 
already delivered. 

"The question is raised whether the terms of the contract 
itself will conflict with an order for 50,000 pounds more Copper 
Blanks under the same contract, assuming,as per enclosed letter 
from the contractor,his readiness to supply the same on the terms 
of the contract," 


The Comptroller’s endorsement in reply is as follows: 

"Respectfully returned to the Hon.Direector of the Mint with 
an expression of opinion that under the contract 200,000 lbs. can 
be had if both contracting parties are agreed on that amount." 

The contract as expressed by you certainly admits of the 
question which you have raised, | It was not intended by me 
‘that the amount (100,000 lbs.) specified on the contract should 
estop a further increase up to 200,000 lbs. in all if required. 
As long,however,as Mr.Wharton is ready to furnish the copper 


blanks,and as we want them,this question is unimportant,as de- 


-cided in writing by the First Comptroller,as above. 
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Meeting Mr.Wharton on the train when leaving Philadelphia, 
I assumed that we could call upon him for more copper blanks 
under the old contract and found that that was his understanding 
of the case,as it was mine,and as per enclosed letter. 


Very ee 


share of thé alll 


Hon.Daniel M.Fox, 
Superintendent U.S.Mint, 


Philadelphia. 
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[Letter One:] 


American Nickel Works, 
Camden, N.J. 
April 4, 1887 


Hon. James P. Kimball, 
Director of the Mint. 


Dear Sir: 


Referring to our conversation on the train last week when you mentioned your intention 
to take the 100,000 Ibs. of bronze coin blanks remaining undelivered of the 200,000 Ibs. I offered 
under your advertisement, I now take the liberty of reminding you that all of the first 100,000 
Ibs. have been delivered and that it would be convenient for me to proceed at once with the 
manufacture of the second 100,000 Ibs. 


Yours truly, 
Joseph Wharton 


(Copy.) 
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[Letter Two:] 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
April 11, 1887 


Sir: 


Your letter, and enclosure, of the 9th instant, on the subject of the Wharton contract for 
Copper Blanks, was referred to the First Comptroller with the following endorsement: 


“Respectfully referred to the First Comptroller, under the circumstance that the contractor 
still regards his contract open for a supply up to 200,000 pounds, 100,000 pounds having been 
already delivered. 


“The question is raised whether the terms of the contract itself will conflict with an order 
for 50,000 pounds more Copper Blanks under the same contract, assuming, as per enclosed letter 
from the contractor, his readiness to supply the same on the terms of the contract.” 


The Comptroller’s endorsement in reply is as follows: 


“Respectfully returned to the Hon. Director of the Mint with an expression of opinion 
that under the contract 200,000 Ibs. can be had if both contracting parties are agreed on that 
amount.” 


The contract as expressed by your certainly admits of the question which you have raised. 
It was not intended by me that the amount (100,000 Ibs.) specified on the contract should estop a 
further increase up to 200,000 Ibs. in all if required. As long, however, as Mr. Wharton is ready 
to furnish the copper blanks, and as we want them, this question is unimportant, as decided in 
writing by the First Comptroller, as above. 


Meeting Mr. Wharton on the train when leaving Philadelphia, I assumed that we could 
call upon him for more copper blanks under the old contract and found that that was his 
understanding of the case, as it was mine, and as per enclosed letter. 


Very respectfully, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


